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Abstract. During the July 2011 Deriving Information on
Surface conditions from Column and Vertically Resolved
Observations Relevant to Air Quality (DISCOVER-AQ)
ﬁeld experiment in Maryland, signiﬁcant enhancements in
Aerosol Robotic Network (AERONET) sun–sky radiometer
measured aerosol optical depth (AOD) were observed in the
immediate vicinity of non-precipitating cumulus clouds on
some days. Both measured Ångström exponents and aerosol
size distribution retrievals made before, during and after cu-
mulus development often suggest little change in ﬁne mode
particle size; therefore, implying possible new particle for-
mation in addition to cloud processing and humidiﬁcation
of existing particles. In addition to sun–sky radiometer mea-
surements of large enhancements of ﬁne mode AOD, lidar
measurements made from both ground-based and aircraft-
based instruments during the experiment also measured large
increases in aerosol signal at altitudes associated with the
presence of fair weather cumulus clouds. These data show
modiﬁcations of the aerosol vertical proﬁle as a result of
the aerosol enhancements at and below cloud altitudes. The
airborne lidar data were utilized to estimate the spatial ex-
tent of these aerosol enhancements, ﬁnding increased AOD,
backscatter and extinction out to 2.5km distance from the
cloud edge. Furthermore, in situ measurements made from
aircraft vertical proﬁles over an AERONET site during the
experiment also showed large increases in aerosol scatter-
ing and aerosol volume after cloud formation as compared to
before. The 15-year AERONET database of AOD measure-
ments at the Goddard Space Flight Center (GSFC), Maryland
site, was investigated in order to obtain a climatological per-
spective of this phenomenon of AOD enhancement. Analysis
ofthediurnalcycleofAODinsummershowedsigniﬁcantin-
creases in AOD from morning to late afternoon, correspond-
ing to the diurnal cycle of cumulus development.
1 Introduction
One of the more difﬁcult issues concerning the analysis and
remote sensing of the forcing agents of climate change is the
monitoring of interactions between clouds and aerosol par-
ticles. While there is no dispute that clouds signiﬁcantly af-
fect the aerosol environment around them, passive satellite
retrievals of AOD are more likely biased towards co-varying
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cloud contamination or illumination bias than physical pro-
cesses (e.g., Ignatov et al., 2005; Zhang et al., 2005; Zhang
and Reid, 2006; Marshak et al., 2008; Smirnov et al., 2012;
Reid et al., 2013). Thus, a signiﬁcant challenge to the cli-
mate science community is to link remote-sensing measure-
ments of potential changes in aerosol optical depth (AOD)
to Cloud Condensation Nuclei Concentration (e.g., Kaufman
and Fraser, 1997) or to secondary particle production, free
of retrieval artifacts. Indeed, if the community’s wish to per-
form comprehensive top-down inventories of aerosol particle
production is to be fulﬁlled, high frequency observations and
inverse modeling of the aerosol environment around clouds
will be required. However, as previously stated passive re-
mote sensing in the vicinity of clouds is problematic. There-
fore, non-lidar remote-sensing data sets from satellites are
typically biased towards measurements made away from the
immediate vicinity or edges of clouds, in addition to typi-
cally having little aerosol information when cloud fraction is
very high. This bias towards low cloud fraction meteorolog-
ical conditions also applies to ground-based remote-sensing
observations such as from sun–sky radiometers, although to
a lesser extent than from satellite. A fundamental question is
then the following: how accurately can the relative signal of
aerosol production and growth/humidiﬁcation around clouds
be observed?
The aerosol environment around clouds is well recog-
nized to be complex. One must consider larger-scale air-mass
changes associated with cloud ﬁelds as well as the poten-
tial for large-scale secondary particle production. The rela-
tionships between cloud cover and column particle load can
be a result of a buildup in boundary layer aerosol particle
concentrations from cloud processing, or simply meteoro-
logical transport covariance. Many investigations have found
evidence of higher aerosol concentrations in the immediate
vicinity of cumulus clouds, forming so called halos. These
halos are in part a combination of detrained aerosol particles
from cloud base, higher humidity, and hence hygroscopic
growth and production of secondary aerosol particle mass.
For example, Radke and Hobbs (1991) from in situ aircraft-
based measurements found aerosol concentrations that were
twice as high in the near-cloud environment of small cumu-
lus (at 200–300m above cloud bases) as those far from the
clouds, and these near-cloud regions also had high relative
humidity and high turbulence.
The dominant and rapid oxidation pathways for sulfate, ni-
trate and organics in clouds has been long recognized by the
community. Lelieveld and Heintzenberg (1992) suggested
that sulfate production in clouds by oxidation within cloud
droplets is the dominant factor governing sulfate concentra-
tions, and they estimated that sulfate under goes multiple (3
to 7) condensation–evaporation events within clouds in a typ-
ical one week lifetime. Lu et al. (2003) observed enhanced
relative humidity halos (RH) around marine trade wind cu-
mulus and also found evidence of particle formation and/or
modiﬁcation in the halo region. These reactions are thought
to be very fast when conditions are favorable. In labora-
tory chamber produced clouds, Hansen et al. (1991) found
that up to 80% of SO2 was oxidized to sulfate within min-
utes or less when in the presence of ammonia, while no sul-
fate was produced when all water was in the vapor phase.
Loughner et al. (2011) simulated the conversion of SO2 to
sulfate for a summer fair weather cumulus cloud environ-
ment in the Washington, D.C.–Baltimore region. They found
that realistic spatial simulations of cumulus clouds that pro-
duced the most clouds subsequently transported more SO2
aloft and produced the best agreement with measured sul-
fate and SO2 concentrations. Similarly for nitrate, Hayden
et al. (2008) found through both in situ measurements and
modeling that the production of nitrate aerosol occurs during
aqueous-phase reactions within cumulus clouds. They found
that the size of the resultant cloud processed or residual ni-
trate particles were smaller than sulfate particles formed in
the same clouds. Additionally, the modeling studies of Shri-
vastava et al. (2013) found signiﬁcant residual nitrate aerosol
production associated with cumulus clouds, which were con-
sistent with observations made near Oklahoma City during
the Cumulus Humilis Aerosol Processing Study (CHAPS).
Finally, in a review of secondary organic aerosol (SOA) mea-
surement and modeling studies, Ervens et al. (2011) deter-
mined that SOA formation in the aqueous phase (in both
cloud droplets and aerosol water) is signiﬁcant, possibly con-
tributing as much mass to total SOA as particles formed in
the gaseous phase.
Sun photometers monitor the regional ambient aerosol
state of the total integrated atmospheric column. There is
no adjacency effect in sun photometer data when measure-
ments of AOD are made in close proximity to clouds, and
the much higher effective spatial and temporal resolution,
such as from instruments in the Aerosol Robotic Network
(AERONET), allows for much less potential cloud contam-
ination. The spectral deconvolution method (O’Neill et al.,
2003), which separates ﬁne and coarse mode AOD, further
isolates potential cloud effects. Zhang et al. (2005) and Jeong
and Li (2010) examined satellite and sun photometer derived
AODs for marine and continental clouds, respectively. The
ﬁndings of Zhang et al. (2005) suggest that 70% of the in-
creased satellite signal in AOD in the vicinity of clouds is
due to cloud contamination, with the remaining 30% due to
hygroscopicity or secondary production. For clouds in Okla-
homa, Jeong and Li (2010) found, from both sun photometer
and in situ data, enhanced AOD near clouds and that only
∼25% of the enhancement was due to humidiﬁcation, while
most was due to the combined effects of new particle for-
mation, cloud processing of particles and convergence of air
in clouds. Eck et al. (2012) presented evidence of aerosol
growth through cloud processing after the evaporation of ex-
tensive fog or low altitude stratus (layer) clouds, with re-
trieved size distributions from AERONET showing bimodal-
ity similar to that measured by various in situ ﬁeld measure-
ments.
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To add vertical resolution to aerosol monitoring, active re-
mote sensing of aerosol from lidar measurements does not
have the issue of cloud adjacency effects that passive satel-
lite measurements do, and the screening of cloud contamina-
tion is also signiﬁcantly more robust from lidar data. Tack-
ett and Girolamo (2009), Várnai and Marshak (2011) and
Yang et al. (2012) have all analyzed Cloud–Aerosol Lidar
andInfraredPathﬁnderSatelliteObservations(CALIPSO)li-
dar data over oceans to investigate the relationship between
aerosol signal and clouds. Yang et al. (2012) analyzed the
highest conﬁdence CALIPSO space-based lidar data to in-
vestigate the relationship between aerosol signal (backscat-
ter) and distance from clouds and also the size of clouds.
They found that the aerosol signal has a sharp increase within
4km of clouds with the color ratio suggesting larger particles
near clouds, and also that the aerosol backscatter increase is
greater for larger size (horizontal dimension) clouds, possi-
blysincelargercloudsoftenhaveagreaterverticalextentand
can affect a deeper layer of the atmosphere. Su et al. (2008)
utilized high-spectral-resolution lidar (HSRL) observations
made from aircraft to study the aerosol in close proxim-
ity to clouds for ﬂights made in August in the mid-Atlantic
and Southeastern United States region. They found AOD en-
hancements in the vicinity of clouds, with AOD at 532nm
that were 8–17% higher at 100m from clouds as compared
to 4.5km distance from clouds, with no systematic change
in lidar ratio observed implying little change in particle size
and absorption.
During July 2011 an extensive ﬁeld experiment provided
an ideal opportunity to investigate remote-sensing signals of
airpollutants.InthecurrentpaperweanalyzetheAERONET
measurements of AOD in the proximity of fair weather (non-
precipitating) cumulus clouds during this ﬁeld campaign. We
also analyze coincident in situ measurements from aircraft
of aerosol both before and after non-precipitating cumulus
cloud formation, and additionally both ground-based and air-
borne lidar measurements to observe the aerosol optical ef-
fectsbothtemporallyandspatiallyinthenearenvironmentof
fair weather cumulus clouds. Finally, we examine the AOD
climatologyattheGSFC,Marylandsite,toanalyzethepossi-
ble inﬂuence of cumulus clouds on the diurnal cycle of AOD.
2 Instrumentation and methodology
2.1 DISCOVER-AQ Maryland campaign and
associated DRAGON network
The ﬁeld experiment titled Deriving Information on Surface
conditions from Column and Vertically Resolved Observa-
tions Relevant to Air Quality (DISCOVER-AQ) in Mary-
land was conducted during the month of July 2011. Repeated
instrumented aircraft ﬂights including transects and vertical
proﬁles were ﬂown on 14 days in this month in order to make
in situ aerosol and gas measurements and also downward
Figure 1. The DISCOVER-AQ Maryland July 2011 ﬁeld experi-
ment region is shown. The yellow, orange and purple markers de-
note the location of AERONET sun–sky radiometer sites, mostly
as DRAGON ﬁeld campaign deployments. A typical ﬂight circuit
of the NASA P3-B aircraft is depicted in green with spiral proﬁles
made over principal ground-instrumented sites.
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Figure 2. Fine mode AOD at 500nm determined from the spectral
deconvolution algorithm (SDA) utilizing measured direct sun AOD
spectrafrom 380to870nmas input,fromallmeasurementstakenat
the DRAGON_Essex site (near Baltimore) during July 2011. These
data have not been screened for clouds (Level 1 data), since SDA
identiﬁes cloud optical depth as coarse mode AOD. Instantaneous
ﬁne mode 500nm AOD ranged from 0.04 to 1.00 over the entire
month. Note that this Level 1 AOD data does have ﬁnal calibrations
applied, however, as does all Level 1 data analyzed in this study.
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viewing lidar measurements (see Sects. 2.5 and 2.6 below).
AERONET deployed over 40 Cimel sun–sky radiometers
in a meso-scale Distributed Regional Aerosol Gridded Ob-
servation Network (DRAGON) in Maryland from north of
Washington, D.C. to nearly the Delaware border in support
of the DISCOVER-AQ ﬁeld campaign in July 2011 (Fig. 1).
In Fig. 2 we present the ﬁne mode AOD retrievals derived
from measurements made at a representative AERONET site
(DRAGON_Essex) for the entire month of the campaign.
Based on the assumption that aerosol size distributions are
bimodal, O’Neill et al. (2001, 2003) developed the spectral
deconvolution algorithm (SDA) that utilizes spectral total ex-
tinction AOD data to infer the component ﬁne and coarse
mode optical depths. An additional fundamental assumption
of the algorithm is that the coarse mode Ångström exponent
and its derivative are both close to zero. The Ångström ex-
ponent α and the spectral variation of α (as parameterized
by α0 =dα/dlnλ) are the measurement inputs to the SDA.
These continuous-function derivatives (computed here at a
reference wavelength of 500nm) are derived from a second
order ﬁt of ln AOD vs. ln λ (Eck et al., 1999). The mea-
sured spectral AODs employed as input to the SDA were
limited to the ﬁve Cimel wavelengths ranging from 380 to
870nm. The AERONET data in Fig. 2 were not screened
for clouds (Level 1; see Sect. 2.2 below), since O’Neill et
al. (2003) have shown that SDA identiﬁes cloud optical depth
as the coarse mode AOD component. Analysis by Chew et
al. (2011) of AERONET measured spectral AOD in con-
junction with lidar data in Singapore has shown that the
SDA technique effectively separated the coarse mode (cir-
rus cloud contamination, as identiﬁed by lidar) from the to-
tal optical depth without affecting the ﬁne mode component.
Additionally, Kaku et al. (2014) have veriﬁed that the SDA
technique is also effective in separating the ﬁne and coarse
modesfrominsituspectralopticalmeasurements.Duringthe
DISCOVER-AQ campaign, the ﬁne mode AOD derived from
SDA exhibited a very wide range of values during this month
at the DRAGON_Essex site, from 0.04 to 1.00 (Fig. 2), with
measurements made every day of the month.
2.2 AERONET instrumentation
The Cimel Electronique CE-318 sun–sky radiometer mea-
surements were made with instruments that are a part of
the Aerosol Robotic Network (AERONET) global network.
These instruments are described in detail by Holben et
al. (1998); however, a brief description is given here. The
automatic tracking sun and sky scanning radiometers made
direct sun measurements with a 1.2◦ full ﬁeld of view ev-
ery 15min at 340, 380, 440, 500, 675, 870, 940 and 1020nm
(nominal wavelengths; includes the 1640nm channel in ex-
tended wavelength Cimel versions). The direct sun measure-
mentstake∼8stoscanallwavelengths(repeatedthreetimes
within a minute), with a motor driven ﬁlter wheel position-
ing each ﬁlter in front of the detector. These solar extinc-
tion measurements are used to compute aerosol optical depth
(AOD) at each wavelength except for the 940nm channel,
which is used to retrieve total column water vapor (or pre-
cipitable water) in centimeters. The ﬁlters utilized in these
instruments were ion assisted deposition interference ﬁlters
with bandpass (full width at half maximum) of 10nm, ex-
cept for the 340 and 380nm channels at 2nm. The estimated
uncertainty in computed AOD, due primarily to calibration
uncertainty, is ∼0.010–0.021 for ﬁeld instruments (which
is spectrally dependent with the higher errors in the UV;
Eck et al., 1999). Schmid et al. (1999) compared AOD val-
ues derived from 4 different solar radiometers (including an
AERONET sun–sky radiometer) operating simultaneously
together in a ﬁeld experiment and found that the AOD val-
ues from 380 to 1020nm agreed to within 0.015(root mean
square), which is similar to our estimated level of uncertainty
in AOD measurements for ﬁeld instruments. For some of the
analyses presented, the spectral aerosol optical depth data
have been screened for clouds following the methodology of
Smirnov et al. (2000), which relies on the higher temporal
frequencies of cloud optical depth vs. aerosol optical depth,
especially optical depth triplet variability within one minute.
Triplet variability is deﬁned as the maximum minus mini-
mum AOD of the three values taken in a one-minute time
interval for each wavelength, with all spectral channels be-
ing checked for triplet range. AOD measurements pass the
Version 2 cloud screening when triplet variability is less than
either 0.02 or 0.03·AOD (whichever value is higher). The
sky radiances measured by the sun–sky radiometers are cali-
brated vs. frequently characterized integrating spheres at the
NASA Goddard Space Flight Center (GSFC), to an absolute
accuracy of ∼5% or better (Holben et al., 1998).
2.3 AERONET inversion methodology
The Cimel sky radiance measurements in the almucantar ge-
ometry (ﬁxed elevation angle equal to solar elevation and
±180◦ azimuthal sweeps) at 440, 675, 870 and 1020nm
(nominal wavelengths) in conjunction with the direct sun
measured AOD at these same wavelengths were used to re-
trieve optical equivalent, column integrated aerosol size dis-
tributions and refractive indices. Using this microphysical in-
formation the spectral dependence of single scattering albedo
is calculated. The algorithm of Dubovik and King (2000)
with enhancements detailed in Dubovik et al. (2006) was uti-
lized in these retrievals, known as Version 2 AERONET re-
trievals. Only Version 2 and Level 2 quality assured retrievals
(Holben et al., 2006) are presented in this paper, unless other-
wise noted. The Version 2 AERONET algorithm determines
the percentage of spherical and spheroidal particles required
to give the best ﬁt to the measured spectral sky radiance an-
gular distribution. Further details on the Version 2 algorithm
and the improved speciﬁcation of surface bidirectional re-
ﬂectance can be found in Dubovik et al. (2006) and Eck et
al. (2008).
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Almucantar sky radiance measurements were made at op-
tical air masses of 4, 3, 2 and 1.7 (75, 70, 60 and 54◦ solar
zenith angle, respectively) in the morning and afternoon, and
once per hour in between. In order to ensure sky radiance
data over a wide range of scattering angles, only almucan-
tar scans at solar zenith angles greater than ∼50◦ are an-
alyzed and presented here. In order to eliminate cloud con-
taminationfromthealmucantardirectionalskyradiancedata,
AERONET requires the radiances to be symmetrical on both
sides of the sun at equal scattering angles, and symmetric
radiances from both sides are subsequently averaged. Direc-
tional sky radiance measurements that are not symmetrical
(due to cloud on one side or inhomogeneous aerosol distribu-
tion) are eliminated, and the minimum number of measure-
ments required in given scattering angle ranges for a Level 2
retrieval are shown in Holben et al. (2006). The stable per-
formance of the inversion algorithm was illustrated in sen-
sitivity studies performed by Dubovik et al. (2000) where
the perturbations of the inversion resulting from random er-
rors, possible instrument offsets and known uncertainties in
the atmospheric radiation model were analyzed. Their work
employed retrieval tests using known size distributions to
demonstrate successful retrievals of mode radii and the rel-
ative magnitude of modes for various types of bimodal size
distributions such as those dominated by a sub-micron accu-
mulation mode or distributions dominated by super-micron
coarse mode aerosols. Although very few direct comparisons
of size distribution between in situ and AERONET retrievals
have yet been published, there are several aerosol types in
speciﬁc regions that have been or can be compared. For
example, Reid et al. (2005) presents a table were the vol-
ume median radius of smoke from various major biomass
burning regions, South America, southern Africa, and North
America (boreal, temperate), are compared. For all three of
these regions, the volume median diameters of the in situ
vs. the AERONET retrievals are often within ∼0.01µm of
each other. Similarly, for ﬁne mode pollution in the Ara-
bian Sea during the Indian Ocean Experiment (INDOEX),
Clarke et al. (2002) presented lognormal ﬁts of volume size
distributions from aircraft and ship in situ instrument mea-
surements that showed average accumulation mode volume
peak radius values of 0.17–0.18µm with geometric stan-
dard deviations of 1.43 (aircraft) and 1.51 (ship) for obser-
vations made under high aerosol scattering conditions. This
compares well with retrievals made at Kaashidhoo Island,
Maldives (in the same region), when AOD(440nm)>0.4,
of 0.18µm median radius and width of 1.49 (AERONET
Version 2 averages from 1998–2000). For larger sub-micron
sized aerosols, Eck et al. (2010) discussed the relatively close
agreement for Pinatubo stratospheric aerosol observations of
∼0.56µm peak volume radius from AERONET retrievals
to 0.53µm effective radius from in situ stratospheric aircraft
measurements, as reported by Pueschel et al. (1994). In the
coarse mode (super-micron radius), Reid et al. (2006, 2008)
showed excellent agreement between in situ measured size
and AERONET retrievals for sea salt and desert dust, re-
spectively. Smirnov et al. (2003) showed reasonable agree-
ment between AERONET retrievals of size distributions and
in situ measurements for aerosols of marine origin. Simi-
larly, Johnson and Osborne (2011) have shown good agree-
ment between aircraft in situ measured size distributions and
AERONET retrievals for coarse mode dust in the Sahel re-
gion of West Africa.
2.4 Micro-pulse Lidar (MPL)
Micro-pulse lidar (MPL) systems were used to obtain ver-
tical proﬁles of aerosol and cloud backscatter at the GSFC
and Edgewood sites. The baseline measurement obtained
from an MPL (either at 527 or 532nm, depending on model)
is an attenuated backscatter proﬁle, the result from molec-
ular and particle backscatter contributions that are attenu-
ated due to the atmospheric transmission loss. These pro-
ﬁles can be extremely useful for the interpretation of ver-
tically resolved atmospheric temporal dynamics for both
clouds and aerosols. The system at GSFC is based on the
standard MPL Type 4 model that is part of the NASA Mi-
cro Pulse Lidar Network (MPLNET) project (Welton et al.,
2001) that routinely provides processed data available from
the project’s website (http://mplnet.gsfc.nasa.gov). During
the DISCOVER AQ campaign, additional Sigma Space MPL
systems were deployed by University of Maryland Baltimore
County (UMBC) at multiple locations in the Baltimore–
Washington region to provide supplemental proﬁle coverage
(Berkoff et al., 2012). These systems, including the one at
Edgewood, utilized a version of the Sigma Space lidar re-
ferred to as mini-MPL. These systems are based on the MPL
concept, but at a signiﬁcant reduction in size and weight,
making setup more practical for temporary ﬁeld deploy-
ments. Data from these systems were processed by UMBC
(along with quick-look images), and are available by ground-
site name in the DISCOVER-AQ archive (http://www-air.
larc.nasa.gov/missions/discover-aq/discover-aq.html).
The NASA MPLNET (Welton et al., 2001), is a fed-
erated network of ground-based MPL (532–527nm, Spin-
hirne et al., 1995) produced by Sigma Space and commer-
cially available . The eye-safe lidar instruments, deployed
worldwide, provide continuous information on the vertical
structure of the atmosphere, collecting measurements au-
tonomously in all meteorological conditions. Global mea-
surements of aerosol and cloud microphysical and optical
properties over a temporal period relevant to climate varia-
tions contribute to a better comprehension of their inﬂuence
on radiative transfer and are therefore important in climate
change studies. In addition, the network provides ground val-
idation for models and satellite sensors in the frame of NASA
Earth Observing System (EOS).
MPLNET is based on a federated approach, allowing inde-
pendent research groups to join the network and set up their
own site. Data processing and data storage is centralized at
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NASA GSFC, enabling a common set of algorithms to be
applied to all sites, ensuring continuity in the data.
Single wavelength elastic backscattering lidars rely on
critical assumptions to retrieve optical properties of aerosols
(Fernald, 1984) that affect measurement accuracy. The inver-
sion of the lidar equation is greatly improved and simpliﬁed
by the presence of a sun photometer co-located with the li-
dar (Marenco et al., 1997). As a consequence, when possible,
the MPLNET sites are co-located with AERONET sun–sky
radiometers.
2.5 High-spectral-resolution lidar (HSRL)
The NASA Langley Research Center (LaRC) airborne
HSRL-1 (Hair et al., 2008) measured proﬁles of aerosol ex-
tinction (532nm), aerosol optical depth (AOD) (532nm),
backscatter (532 and 1064nm) and depolarization (532 and
1064nm) while deployed on the NASA Langley Research
Center UC-12 King Air aircraft during the DISCOVER-AQ
mission. The HSRL-1 measurements were acquired below
this aircraft which ﬂew at an altitude of about 9km above
sea level (a.s.l.). This airborne lidar uses the HSRL tech-
nique to independently retrieve aerosol (and tenuous cloud)
extinction and backscatter (Grund and Eloranta, 1991; She et
al., 1992; Shipley et al., 1983) without a priori assumptions
on aerosol type or extinction-to-backscatter ratio. The LaRC
HSRL-1 employs the HSRL technique at 532nm and the
standard backscatter technique at 1064nm. It also measures
depolarization at both wavelengths. The instrument is self-
calibrating at 532nm for measurements of cloud–aerosol
backscatter and extinction, unlike standard backscatter lidars
that are empirically calibrated by assuming that the aerosol
contribution to backscatter is either negligible or known at
some altitude. The HSRL-1 is also self-calibrating at both
532 and 1064nm for measurements of depolarization. The
overall systematic error associated with the backscatter cal-
ibration is estimated to be less than 2–3%. Under typical
conditions, the total systematic error for extinction is esti-
mated to be less than 0.01km−1 at 532nm. The random er-
rors for all aerosol products are typically less than 10% for
the backscatter and depolarization ratios for the nominal av-
erages noted (Hair et al., 2008). Rogers et al. (2009) vali-
dated the HSRL extinction coefﬁcient proﬁles and found that
the HSRL extinction proﬁles are within the typical state-of-
the-art systematic error at visible wavelengths (Schmid et al.,
2006). During the DISCOVER-AQ deployment, the HSRL
acquired approximately 100h of data over the Baltimore–
Washington, D.C. area during 27 ﬂights in July 2011.
2.6 Airborne in situ aerosol instrumentation
In addition to the UC-12, the NASA P-3B aircraft was in-
volved during the DISCOVER-AQ and both were sampling
in coordination with surface networks during ﬁeld cam-
paigns. The NASA P-3B aircraft performed 14 ﬂights of
nominal 8h duration in the Washington, D.C.–Baltimore,
MD, area in July 2011, with each ﬂight normally involv-
ing two to four vertical proﬁles (spirals) per site, from 0.3
to 3.2km (pressure altitude), over the Beltsville, Padonia,
Fairhill, Aldino, Edgewood and Essex sites (see Crumeyrolle
et al., 2014 for more details). The NASA P-3B was equipped
with in situ aerosol instruments to measure microphysical,
optical and chemical properties of aerosols. Aerosols were
sampled through an isokinetically controlled inlet designed
for clear sky sampling only. Data contaminated by cloud
penetrations (droplet shattering on the inlet tip) were identi-
ﬁed visually via high particle number concentration and thus
removed. During nominal conditions, particles smaller than
4µm diameter are efﬁciently transmitted (McNaughton et al.,
2007) and delivered to a comprehensive suite of aerosol in-
struments.
Simultaneous measurements of aerosol size distribu-
tion, scattering (σscat) and absorption (σabs) coefﬁcients
and aerosol chemical composition were made during
DISCOVER-AQ. An ultra-high sensitivity aerosol spec-
trometer (UHSAS, Droplet Measurement Technologies) per-
formed size distribution measurements (1Hz frequency) of
dry aerosol with diameters from 0.06 to 1.0µm. The UH-
SAS was calibrated with polystyrene latex spheres (PSL) and
post-corrected with ammonium sulfate in order to provide
opticalparticlesizingmostrepresentativeofambientaerosol.
Along with the size distribution measurements, dry scat-
tering coefﬁcient (σscat) measurements were made at 1Hz us-
ing a three-wavelength nephelometer (TSI 3563) operating at
450, 550 and 700nm at RH less than 40%. The nephelome-
ter was calibrated using ﬁltered air and CO2 (Anderson and
Ogren,1998)priorto,during,andafterthemission.Thescat-
tering coefﬁcient has been corrected from angular truncation
errors and illumination intensity issues based on Anderson
and Ogren (1998). The comparison of the σscat,dry measure-
ments to the modeled σscat,dry calculated using Mie theory
reveals good agreement (slope of 0.991±0.004 and r2 of
0.98) and gives conﬁdence in both the σscat,dry and dry size
distribution measurements (Ziemba et al., 2013). An addi-
tional and parallel three-wavelength integrating nephelome-
ter operating at a RH controlled at 80±4% (Ziemba et al.,
2013) was used to measure the wet scattering coefﬁcient. The
sample ﬂow routed to both nephelometers was actively dried
using a Naﬁon dryer (Perma-Pure FC-125-240-10PP) which
efﬁciently passed accumulation mode aerosol (>90% trans-
mission).
An empirical dependence of the scattering coefﬁcient on
relative humidity (Kasten, 1969; Carrico et al., 1998) is
used to estimate the particle hygroscopicity and to con-
vert the measured extinction coefﬁcient from dry (σext,dry)
to the ambient humidity conditions (σext,amb). Ziemba et
al. (2013) compared in situ extinction coefﬁcient measure-
ments (adjusted to 532nm) coincident with remote-sensing
observations performed by the HSRL (measured at 532nm).
This comparison revealed good agreement (slope 1.11 and
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R2 = 0.88) consistently over the entire ambient RH range
withininstrumentaluncertainty.Thegoodagreementdemon-
strated that (1) all the particles observed by the HSRL are
within the sampling size range of the in situ measurements
(i.e., particles observed in this region are smaller than the
inlet cutoff diameter of 4µm) and (2) the empirical param-
eterization is valid to correct observations performed at dry
RH to ambient conditions.
Aerosol chemical composition measurements were made
with a pair of particle-into-liquid samplers (PILSs). The ﬁrst
PILS was coupled to a total organic carbon (TOC) ana-
lyzer (Sievers Model 800) to give the mass of the water-
soluble organic carbon at a 10s time resolution. The output
of the second PILS were collected in 0.8mL vials for later
ion chromatographic measurement of sodium, ammonium,
potassium, calcium, magnesium, chloride, nitrite, nitrate and
sulfate. Sampling intervals for the inorganic analysis varied
between three to ﬁve minutes.
3 Results
3.1 AERONET surface measured AOD before and after
cumulus cloud development
In this section we focus on two days during the month of
July 2011 where large diurnal dynamics in measured AOD
were noted at some AERONET sites within the DRAGON
network. On 5 July 2011, the DRAGON_Essex site (∼12km
east-northeast of downtown Baltimore) showed a particularly
large increase in AOD near solar noon (∼17:00UTC) as
shown in Fig. 3a. In fact the AOD at 500nm jumped from
∼0.33 to ∼0.58 in only 13min and remained similarly high
for the remainder of the day. This is the Level 1.0 AERONET
data with no cloud screening applied, in order to include
data that has high temporal variance, particularly high triplet
variance. During this time period when AOD increased by
approximately 75% in only minutes, the Ångström expo-
nent remained relatively constant with no signiﬁcant tem-
poral trend throughout the day. The temporal regression ﬁt
to the 440–870nm Ångström exponent (Fig. 3b; computed
by linear regression of the 440, 500, 675 and 870nm AOD)
showed nearly zero slope and an average value of 1.97, in-
dicating the dominance of very small ﬁne mode particles
and no signiﬁcant cloud contamination (Eck et al., 1999;
Holben et al., 2001). The short wavelength Ångström expo-
nent from 380 to 500nm (computed by linear regression of
380, 440 and 500nm AOD) is more sensitive to small vari-
ations in submicron particle radius (Reid et al., 1999; Eck
et al., 2001). This, however, also remained relatively stable
with the regression only accounting for ∼4% of the vari-
ance, thereby suggesting no signiﬁcant change in ﬁne mode
particle radius. In Fig. 4 we show the relationships between
these Ångström exponents and volume median radius of the
ﬁne mode from AERONET almucantar retrievals using the
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Figure 3. (a) The time series of spectral AOD measured at the
DRAGON_Essex AERONET site on 5 July 2011, for data with
no cloud screening (Level 1.0). The bars shown are±half of the
AOD triplet range (maximum–minimum AOD). (b) The time series
of the Ångström exponent computed for two wavelength intervals
from the same data as in (a), including the linear ﬁt to both.
climatological data at the GSFC, Maryland site (>1600 re-
trievals). Only data where the AOD at 440nm is greater than
0.2 and ﬁne mode fraction >90% are shown, in order to in-
sure high accuracy in both the computations of Ångström
exponent and in retrievals of the ﬁne mode radius for accu-
mulation mode dominated cases. The second order polyno-
mial ﬁt of ﬁne mode radius vs. 440–870nm Ångström expo-
nent only explained ∼43% of the variance, while the 380–
500nm Ångström exponent explained ∼76% of the vari-
ance thereby quantifying the greater sensitivity of the shorter
wavelength Ångström exponent to ﬁne mode particle size.
It is noted that the AOD measurement frequency made
at the DRAGON_Essex site (Fig. 3a) is much greater than
the standard 15min interval of AERONET. For this cam-
paign several Cimels were operated with a 3min sampling
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Figure 4. Relationship between the ﬁne mode radius retrieved from
the Dubovik and King (2000) algorithm and the Ångström expo-
nent (for two different wavelength intervals) for the GSFC site. The
Level 2.0 (cloud screened and quality assured) climatological data
from1998to2009areshownforAOD(440nm)>0.2andﬁnemode
fraction>0.90.
interval to obtain higher temporal resolution data. For the en-
tire morning interval of measurements (∼10:30–17:00UTC)
there were no gaps in the measured AOD except for sky ra-
diance scans made at optical air masses of ∼4, 3, 2 and
1.7 (corresponding to solar zenith angles of ∼75, 70, 60
and 54◦, respectively) and hourly afterwards. This implies
very low cloud cover fraction, and in fact hourly geostation-
ary operational environmental satellite (GOES) East visible
images show relatively cloudless skies over the site through
the morning hours. However, the afternoon AOD data at the
site show large gaps, for example most of hour 18:00 and
also from ∼20:40 to 22:20UTC, and satellite data (both
GOES and moderate resolution imaging spectroradiometer
(MODIS) Aqua; see below), indicate signiﬁcant cumulus
cloud cover. In addition to the average AOD in a one-minute
interval, the range of AOD from the three measurements
made 30s apart are also plotted in Fig. 3a depicting the full
measured AOD range (maximum–minimum) as equal-length
bars. This AOD range or triplet variability is notably larger in
the afternoon hours vs. the morning, indicating much greater
high frequency variation in AOD in the afternoon during
the time of cumulus cloud development. In fact, the triplet
range was high enough to exceed the cloud-screening triplet
range threshold (0.02; Smirnov et al., 2000) for most af-
ternoon observations (see Sect. 4) for the AERONET Ver-
sion 2 Level 1.5 and 2 databases (both having automated
cloud screening).
Figure 5 shows the time series of total, ﬁne and coarse
mode daily average AOD at 500nm from the SDA algo-
rithm for several AERONET sites on 5 July 2011. These are
Level 1 data (non-cloud-screened), but with full calibrations
applied, which have had the SDA algorithm applied to the
AOD spectra. The coarse mode AOD at the most of these
sites are ∼0.01–0.025 nearly all day suggesting that almost
all of the variability in total AOD is due to ﬁne mode pol-
lution aerosol. The locations of these sites are shown on the
MODIS Aqua image from 18:30UTC (early afternoon) on
this date. From Fig. 5 it is noted that sites in near prox-
imity to the larger cumulus clouds showed signiﬁcant after-
noonincreasesinﬁnemodeAOD(seeBLDNDandMNKTN
sites for examples), while sites that were in relatively cloud-
less regions or had mostly small cumulus cloud cells showed
relatively stable AOD from morning through afternoon (see
GSFC and CLRST sites for examples).
It is noted that there is substantially less cloud contamina-
tion from cumulus clouds vs. cirrus clouds in the AERONET
Version 2 Level 1.0 AOD data. This is due to the signiﬁ-
cantly larger temporal variance of cloud optical depth (COD)
in cumulus and higher optical depths of most cumulus clouds
compared to most cirrus clouds. Thus the AOD triplet vari-
ability (the principal cloud-screening check) typically shows
signiﬁcantly more temporal variance due to cumulus cloud
presence than for cirrus clouds. Of course for all clouds the
COD is underestimated relative to true cloud optical depth
due to strong forward scattering by large (relative to aerosol
size) cloud droplets or ice crystals into the Cimel instrument
ﬁeld of view. However, this effect is less for typical water
droplets in cumulus clouds (∼20–40% underestimate) than
for larger ice crystals in cirrus (∼up to 100% underestimate)
as shown by Kinne et al. (1997) for simulation of the effects
of cloud on sun photometer measurements. Additionally, al-
though the Level 1.0 AOD data do not have the AERONET
cloud-screening algorithm of Smirnov et al. (2000) applied,
there is still a basic ﬁlter of large temporal variance of the
signal applied to all Level 1.0 data. The direct sun mea-
surement data are not included in the AERONET Level 1.0
data set if the variance of the raw signal is very high within
the triplet sequence. The variance threshold applied is based
on the root mean square (RMS) differences of the three di-
rect sun triplet measurements relative to the mean of these
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Figure 5. The Aqua MODIS satellite image centered on the UMBC site for 5 July 2011, showing the locations of selected AERONET sites.
The time series of the ﬁne and coarse mode AOD for each of these AERONET sites as determined by the spectral deconvolution algorithm
(SDA) are also shown.
three values. If the (RMS/mean)·100% of the triplet values is
greater than 16% then the data will not be used for computa-
tion of AOD and the data will not appear in the Level 1.0 data
set. This temporal variance threshold primarily removes data
that are affected by clouds with large spatial–temporal vari-
ance in COD. This effectively removes much of the cumulus
cloud contaminated data, although some of the thinner edges
with lower COD do remain in the data; see the decreases in
Ångström exponent in Fig. 6b and the increases in coarse
mode AOD in Fig. 8b for examples.
3.2 AERONET retrievals of aerosol size distributions
before and after cumulus development
High quality retrievals of aerosol optical properties from al-
mucantar sky scan retrievals are very difﬁcult to achieve in
situations where there is a signiﬁcant cloud fraction present.
The presence of clouds typically precludes enough mea-
surements of cloud free sky radiance to be able to meet
retrieval thresholds (Holben et al., 2006) that were deter-
mined necessary in order to have a sufﬁcient aerosol sig-
nal for a robust retrieval. Additionally, the spatial variance
of AOD associated with cumulus interactions may also re-
sult in large retrieval errors due to irregular angular variance
of sky radiances associated with variable aerosol loadings.
Even during the DISCOVER-AQ campaign when there were
40 Cimels distributed in central Maryland, there were very
few sites/dates when almucantar retrievals were made be-
fore and after cumulus cloud development at sites that ex-
hibited large increases in AOD associated with cloud pres-
ence. One of these rare cases occurred on 5 July 2011 at the
DRAGON_MNKTN site (located in Monkton, Maryland).
The spectral AOD and related Ångström exponents for this
case are shown in Fig. 6a and b, respectively. Large gaps in
direct sun measured AOD occurred after 15:20UTC associ-
ated with the cumulus clouds, and the AOD increased signif-
icantly, except for some cloud contamination in two observa-
tion points between 17:00 and 19:00UTC when AOD and
its triplet variability increased signiﬁcantly and Ångström
exponents decreased sharply. Except for the two partially
cloud contaminated points there was no trend observed in
the 440–870nm Ångström exponent from before, during and
after cumulus development, with values very high, mostly
>2.1; thereby indicating that the increase in AOD was domi-
nated by ﬁne mode particles with minimal coarse mode con-
tribution. The shorter wavelength Ångström exponent (380–
500nm), however, exhibited a slight decrease in time start-
ing at ∼1.74 in the morning and ending at ∼1.64 in the
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Figure 6. (a) Time series of the spectral AOD (with triplets shown)
at the DRAGON_MNKTN site on 5 July 2011 (see Fig. 5 for the
ﬁne and coarse mode time series). (b) Time series of the Ångström
exponent for two wavelength intervals for the same data set. (c) Vol-
ume size distribution retrievals made in early morning and late af-
ternoon, both before and after cumulus cloud formation and then
dissipation.
late afternoon, suggesting a slight increase in ﬁne mode par-
ticle size (Reid et al., 1999; Eck et al., 1999, 2001). The
Level 2 retrievals of volume aerosol size distributions on
this date/site are shown in Fig. 6c, with two retrievals made
in the morning before cloud formation and two after most
clouds had dissipated in the late afternoon. These retrievals
also show the dominance of ﬁne mode to the total AOD
with very low coarse mode AOD (coarse particles have ra-
dius >0.76µm; inﬂection point between modes), computed
as ranging from 0.009 to 0.012 for the four almucantars
shown. The retrieved ﬁne mode size distributions show a dis-
tinct increase in the particle radius for the larger size radius
values of the mode, while the minimum radius envelope of
the ﬁne mode remains constant. Computations of the median
radius of the ﬁne mode show an increase from 0.15µm for
the two morning retrievals vs. 0.17µm for the two afternoon
retrievals. These size distribution retrievals and 380–500nm
Ångström exponent both suggest that at least some of the in-
creased AOD (0.54 at 440nm in afternoon vs. 0.25 in morn-
ing) was associated with particle growth, likely from humid-
iﬁcation (Twohy et al., 2009; Ziemba et al., 2013) and/or
cloud processing.
Another case where retrievals of aerosol size distribu-
tions were made before, during and after the cumulus cloud
convection cycle occurred at the GSFC site, not during the
DISCOVER-AQ campaign but on 15 July 2013. The Aqua
and Terra MODIS images (Fig. 7a and b) show very few
cumulus clouds at ∼15:30UTC vs. signiﬁcant cumulus de-
velopment at 18:45UTC. Both the spectral AOD (Fig. 7c)
and ﬁne mode AOD from SDA suggest very large relative in-
creases in the time interval when fair weather cumulus were
present relative to the morning, a threefold increase of AOD
at 440nm. Retrievals of aerosol size distribution were made
before signiﬁcant cloud formation (11:20 to 14:15UTC; four
retrievals), during a break within the cumulus convective cy-
cle (20:15UTC) and late in the day (23:09UTC) likely af-
ter cumulus clouds had largely dissipated (Fig. 7c). While
the coarse mode remained relatively constant (coarse AOD
varied from ∼0.02 to 0.04 as computed from the retrievals)
the amplitude of the ﬁne mode size distribution increased
dramatically. The ﬁne mode volume median radius com-
puted from the two afternoon retrievals was quite small at
∼0.137µm, signiﬁcantly smaller than the morning values
which ranged from ∼0.16 to 0.175µm. These smaller radius
ﬁne mode particles during and after Cu cloud development
suggest possible new particle formation from Cu cloud in-
teraction or humidiﬁcation of Aitken mode particles, rather
than humidiﬁcation of existing accumulation mode particles
or cloud processing of existing accumulation mode particles
on this day.
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Figure 7. Both Terra and Aqua MODIS images (a) and (b) centered on the GSFC site (blue circle) on 15 July 2013. The spectral AOD time
series from this day (c) and the volume size distribution retrievals (d) from before, during and after cumulus cloud formation are shown.
3.3 Ground-based MPL LIDAR observations of aerosol
enhancement near cumulus clouds
Perhaps the most complete description of localized and rapid
AOD enhancement occurred on 10 July 2011. The morning
air over the greater Washington, D.C.–Baltimore area was
nearly cloudless on this date. Examination of the 12:00UTC
Dulles airport radiosonde showed light winds on the or-
der of 2–4kmh−1 and ∼50% RH to 1.5km altitude. No
Terra MODIS retrieval (late morning) of AOD at 550nm was
above 0.3 within hundreds of kilometers of the study region.
Figure 8a shows a time series of GOES 13 visible images.
At 14:15UTC the very ﬁrst signs any cloud activity was
observable, only in the southern part of the image. Within
an hour, cumulus humilis covered the entire region, and by
16:00UTC, many cells had grown signiﬁcantly to congestus
size. At 18:00UTC, congestus cells were fully developed,
with clear areas around these cells likely due to downdrafts
betweenthelargeclouds.Importantly,onecanobserveanear
lack of movement in these cells. Noted with arrows are three
example cells in the research domain that we followed in
imagery nearly every 15min; they are moving at less than
2km per hour. Higher spatial resolution can be gained by ex-
amining MODIS on Terra and Aqua at ∼250m resolution
between 15:30 and 18:45UTC (Fig. 8a, bottom row), when
signiﬁcant non-precipitating convection developed through-
out the region.
The ﬁne and coarse mode AOD retrieved from AERONET
measurements (Fig. 8b) at the GSFC site indicate signiﬁcant
increases in ﬁne mode AOD during the period of cumulus
cloud development described above. Additionally, the GSFC
site has a continuously operating ground-based MPL instru-
ment that is part of the MPLNET global network of ground-
based lidars (Welton et al., 2001). Figure 8c shows the MPL
measured vertical proﬁles of the total attenuated backscat-
tering, in blue, and the molecular attenuated backscattering,
in red, at two different times (21:43UTC upper; 12:29UTC
lower). This analysis methodology for lidar data veriﬁes that
the normalization in the aerosol-free region is correct. As can
be seen, the blue and red curves are coincident above 3.7km
(where the aerosol signal is minimal and the molecular sig-
nal dominates). In this ﬁgure the area between the red curve
and the blue curve is proportional to the AOD, therefore the
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Figure 8. (a) GOES 13 images from 10 July 2011 at four observation times over a 3h interval, with ﬁxed location red arrows to show relative
movement and growth of cumulus cells. Bottom row shows Terra and Aqua MODIS images acquired on 10 July 2011, centered on the GSFC
site (blue circle). (b) The time series of ﬁne and coarse mode AOD at the GSFC site for this same date. (c) Attenuated backscatter vertical
proﬁles measured from micro-pulse lidar network (MPLNET) at the GSFC site on this same date from before and after cumulus formation,
depicting both total and molecular backscattering.
larger the area, the higher the AOD. It can be seen in Fig. 8c
that there is a difference of an order of magnitude between
the two blue curves at around 2km, while at lower and higher
altitudes, the difference is about a factor of 4 or 5. Therefore
at ∼2km between 12:29 and 21:43UTC there was a large
increase in aerosol signal coincident with the increase in cu-
mulus cloud fraction (Cu height base height determined from
MPL data varied from 1.4km at 16:10UTC to 1.7km from
17:35 to 23:15UTC).
Several surface-based MPL instruments were co-located
at selected AERONET sites during the Maryland DRAGON
campaign in July 2011 (Berkoff et al., 2012). In Fig. 9a we
show the AERONET measured time series of spectral AOD
on 10 July 2011 at the Edgewood site, which also had a
MPL instrument. The SDA retrieval of ﬁne and coarse mode
AOD (Fig. 9b) shows that ﬁne mode dominates the temporal
variance except for the ﬁrst observation point that is cloud
contaminated. For this ﬁrst point, the cloud is cirrus (alti-
tude>8km; Fig. 9c) and therefore at a much higher altitude
than the principal aerosol layer. Note that the ﬁne mode AOD
for this one mixed aerosol–cloud observation is consistent
with the subsequent non-cloud contaminated observations.
The late afternoon AOD from 19:00 to 21:00UTC shows
many data gaps due to cumulus clouds obscuring the sun.
During this period of time the ﬁne mode AOD increased sig-
niﬁcantly, by a factor of 2–3 from the time before cumulus
development. The co-located MPL lidar attenuated backscat-
ter signal composite (Fig. 9c) conﬁrms a sharp increase in the
aerosol backscatter signal at around ∼1.7km from 19:00 to
23:00UTC, showing a complex situation with simultaneous
presence of aerosols and clouds. The latter can be easily de-
tected on the composite plot, as due to the high optical depth
the signal is completely attenuated after few hundred meters
from cloud base shown in black in the plot. Cloud bases de-
termined from lidar at the Edgewood site on this day were
primarily distributed at ∼1.8kmabove ground level (a.g.l.).
3.4 Airborne HSRL observations of aerosol
enhancement near cumulus clouds
The NASA Langley HSRL (Hair et al., 2008; Rogers et al.,
2009; Burton et al., 2010, 2013) was ﬂown on the NASA
UC-12 King Air aircraft on 14 days during the DISCOVER-
AQ Maryland ﬁeld campaign in July 2011. Here we focus on
the HSRL measurements made in the afternoon of 10 July
2011 to investigate the aerosol signal as measured by HSRL
in the vicinity of cumulus clouds. HSRL lidar pulses were
made at 2s time intervals during the campaign, and analysis
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Figure 9. Time series of spectral AOD (a) and ﬁne and coarse mode AOD (b) for the DRAGON_Edgewood site on 10 July 2011. MPL
lidar measured time series of attenuated backscatter coefﬁcient (c) at this same site and date. Note that cumulus cells ﬁrst appearing at
∼19:00UTC resulted in complete attenuation of the laser signal, showing as black above the cloud level.
of the data provided 30m vertical resolution for the aerosol
backscatter signal and 300m vertical resolution for aerosol
extinction. Figure 10a shows an example lidar curtain of
aerosol backscatter from 15min of HSRL proﬁles taken on
10 July 2011, with the resulting data extending for ∼90km
linear distance. Collocated digital images (Fig. 10b shows
an example) coupled with the lidar proﬁles allowed for de-
termination of the distance from clouds in all directions of
the individual lidar proﬁles. These data were utilized to in-
vestigate aerosol properties adjacent to clouds compared to
those some variable distance away from clouds. The HSRL
data provides the unique perspective of being able to investi-
gate the spatial extent of the inﬂuence of cumulus clouds on
aerosol properties. For most parameters (except total column
AOD), the lidar proﬁle data were averaged from 50m below
to 200m above cloud top to help isolate cloud inﬂuences on
aerosol parameters.
Figure 10c shows the inferred aerosol extensive parame-
ters retrieved from HSRL data as a function of distance from
clouds. The total vertically integrated AOD from ground sur-
face level to 7km (aircraft altitude) decreased by an aver-
age of ∼20–25% from near the cloud to 4.5km distance
from cloud, with most of this decrease occurring in the
closest 2.5km to cloud edge. Therefore, the HSRL data
show AOD enhancement in the near-cloud vicinity, consis-
tent with that suggested by the AERONET data in Sect. 3.1
for selected sites on the same date 10 July 2011. The mag-
nitude of the change in AOD associated with clouds was
greater than 25% at the Edgewood and GSFC AERONET
sites than that observed by HSRL for all clouds averaged
on the same date. This may be due in part to possible
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Figure 10. (a) Downward viewing HSRL measured backscattering coefﬁcient (532nm) from a 15min ﬂight segment corresponding to a
∼90km transect on 10 July 2011 in the Maryland study region. (b) An example digital camera image taken coincident with the HSRL data
in order to determine the distance from cloud of each lidar scan pulse. (c) Aerosol extensive parameters (backscatter, extinction, and AOD)
inferred from HSRL data as a function of distance from the cloud edge. (d) Aerosol intensive parameters (depolarization, lidar ratio, and
backscatter wavelength dependence) inferred from the HSRL data as a function of distance from the cloud edge.
smaller effects (magnitude and spatial extent) for smaller
cumulus cloud cells, as the HSRL is averaged regardless
of cloud size, while the cumulus cells near to these two
AERONET sites shown had larger size cumulus cells. Yang
et al. (2012) found relatively larger increases in CALIPSO
measured aerosol backscatter associated with larger hori-
zontal dimension clouds. For cumulus clouds in the inter-
tropical convergence zone over the eastern Paciﬁc near Mex-
ico, Jiménez-Escalona and Peralta (2010) analyzed in situ
aircraft observations showing large increases in AOD from
near to clouds (within 500m) to 1500m away from clouds
(an average of a factor of 10 increase), for deep convective
clouds with bases ∼300ma.s.l. and tops exceeding 6km.
HSRL measured aerosol backscatter and extinction near
the cloud altitude of ∼2–2.5kma.g.l. both decreased by
∼50–60% from near clouds to ∼2.5km from cloud edges.
These aerosol enhancements at cloud altitude are quite large
and the result is a signiﬁcant restructuring of the aerosol ver-
tical proﬁle, as can be seen in Fig. 10a, with the creation of
an enhanced layer aloft. Studies by Ford and Heald (2013)
and Wonaschuetz et al. (2012) both found signiﬁcant modiﬁ-
cation of aerosol vertical proﬁles as a result of cumulus cloud
inﬂuences on aerosol production/modiﬁcation. HSRL data
werealsoutilizedtoinvestigateselectedintensiveaerosolop-
tical properties as a function of distance from cumulus cloud
cell edges. In Fig. 10d the lidar ratio and backscatter wave-
length dependence (1064/532nm) show no signiﬁcant trend
as a function of distance from cloud edge. Both of these pa-
rameters are largely dependent on aerosol size and secondar-
ily absorption properties (Ackermann, 1998; Müller et al.,
2007; Sasano and Browell, 1989); therefore, the HSRL data
suggest that there is little change in aerosol size associated
with the cloud enhanced aerosol signal, which is consistent
with AERONET measured Ångström exponent (Fig. 3b).
However, aerosol depolarization increases by ∼30–40% as
distance from the cloud edges increases from near cloud
to 2.5km from the cloud. This is consistent with the pos-
sibility of the aerosol being more spherical in shape near
the clouds (Murayama et al., 1996; Sassen, 2000), which
may occur as a result of humidiﬁcation, cloud processing,
and new particle formation in the clouds. This behavior of
aerosol extensive (backscatter, extinction, AOD) and inten-
sive (lidar ratio) parameters is similar to that measured by
theHSRL-1andtheground-basedRamanlidarabovetheDe-
partment of Energy Southern Great Plains Climate Research
Facility during the Cumulus Humilis Aerosol Processing
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Study (CHAPS-June 2007) and Routine ARM Aerial Facil-
ity (AAF) Clouds with Low Liquid Water Depths (CLOWD)
Optical Radiative Observations (RACORO-June 2009) cam-
paigns (Ferrare et al., 2011).
3.5 Airborne in situ observations of aerosol
enhancement near cumulus clouds
In situ measurements were made within the aerosol layer
from aircraft during the DISCOVER-AQ Maryland cam-
paign during July 2011. These data were taken at altitudes
a.g.l. ranging from ∼0.3m to 3.2km in spiral ﬂight patterns
lasting ∼15min over selected sites. These in situ aerosol
measurements were acquired from the NASA P-3B aircraft
by the NASA Langley Aerosol Group Experiment (LARGE;
Ziemba et al., 2013; Crumeyrolle et al., 2014) utilizing their
instrument package to characterize aerosol chemical, opti-
cal and microphysical properties. Here we consider the in
situ measurements made on 10 July 2011 from spiral ﬂights
made over the Edgewood site. This is the same case (site
and date) as the AERONET AOD and MPL lidar data shown
in Fig. 9a and c, respectively. In Fig. 11a the vertical pro-
ﬁles of dry scattering coefﬁcient at 550nm measured from
four spiral ﬂights at the Edgewood site are shown. Two of
these proﬁle ﬂights occurred before cumulus cloud forma-
tion and two proﬁles after cloud formation (see the time se-
ries of AOD and lidar backscatter in Fig. 9). As seen in the
ﬁgure, the scattering coefﬁcients are signiﬁcantly higher af-
ter cloud formation, especially for altitudes ranging from ∼1
to ∼2.5km, by a factor up to ∼1.8. This is consistent with
the general altitudes of enhanced backscatter as measured
by MPL lidar for this case (Fig. 9c), and also by HSRL for
the region on this day (Fig. 10a). The integration of the dry
aerosol size distribution measured by the UHSAS provides
the aerosol volume concentration shown in Fig. 11b for the
same four spiral ﬂights. Similarly, the aerosol volume shows
signiﬁcant increases after cumulus cloud formation from ∼1
to 2.5km altitude. This volume concentration increase is due
to an increase of the aerosol number concentration from ∼1
to ∼1.5km and then an increase of the aerosol mean diam-
eter above 1.5km. Indeed, the aerosol number concentration
(from ∼1 to ∼1.5km) was on average about 1500cm3 be-
fore the cloud formation and over 2200cm3 after the cloud
formation. The mean geometric diameter values are shifting
from 130nm below 1.5km to 200nm above 1.5km. These
results seem to indicate two different process that depend on
the localization of the cloud: (1) particle formation and/or
redistribution of aerosols below the cloud base leading to an
increase of the aerosol concentration (Weigel et al., 2011)
and (2) cloud processing of existing aerosols above the cloud
base leading to an increase of the aerosol diameter as sug-
gested by Hoppel et al. (1986) and Levin et al. (1996). The
analysis of the aerosol chemical composition shows a strong
increase of the water-soluble organic carbon (WSOC) by a
factor of 2 (up to 6µgm−3 after the cloud formation) within
the layer from 1 to 2.5km. According to previous studies
(Blando and Turpin, 2000; Ervens et al., 2011), the formation
of SOA through cloud processing is highly plausible. Henni-
ganetal.(2008)foundthatthefractionofWSOCintheparti-
cle phase increases sharply with RH. The positive correlation
with liquid water rather than with organic matter (Hennigan
et al., 2009) suggests that aqueous reactions were the domi-
nant SOA formation process rather than gas-phase reactions.
Moreover, the inorganic analysis, integrated over a 3–5min
period (limited to few data point per proﬁles), show an in-
crease by a factor of 1.5 of the sulfate concentration (from
1.6µgm−3 before the cloud formation up to 2.5µgm−3 af-
ter the cloud formation), while the nitrate concentration do
not show any signiﬁcant evolution. This study case could be
used to test the new schemes described by Lim et al. (2010),
which take into account the wet processes for SOA forma-
tion, and improve numerical models to better take into ac-
count the cloud processing products in this particular area.
3.6 MODISsatellitesensorretrievalsofAODassociated
with cumulus cloud development
The multi-angle implementation of atmospheric correction
(MAIAC) algorithm (Lyapustin et al., 2011, 2012) was uti-
lized to process MODIS sensor Terra and Aqua satellite data
for the 500km area that included the DRAGON-2011 cam-
paign domain. MAIAC uses a time series analysis (TMS) ap-
proach and processing of pixel groups for simultaneous re-
trievals of land surface bidirectional reﬂectance and AOD at
high spatial resolution (1km). MAIAC also uses TMS to es-
tablish characteristic spatial surface reﬂectance patterns and
then subsequently detects clouds based on deviation from
this pattern (Lyapustin et al., 2008). The MAIAC cloud mask
is enhanced by an additional screening of aerosol retrievals,
including ﬁltering of low Ångström exponent values and also
a spatial variability test that ﬁlters high AOD outliers. The
threshold used for this AOD outlier check is a dynamic func-
tion of the local cloud fraction. MAIAC also derives the col-
umn water vapor from MODIS NIR measurements in the wa-
ter vapor absorption region of 0.9–0.94µm.
The standard MAIAC algorithm was used to process Terra
MODIS data (mornings) which were generally cloud-free in
the locations of interest. The standard value reported here is a
3km ×3km average, which helps suppress the noise of indi-
vidual 1km retrievals. On the contrary, during the afternoon
Aqua overpass the standard algorithm produced no data on
10 July 2011 and 15 July 2013 in locations of interest due
to high cumulus cloud fraction. The potential retrievals were
ﬁltered by the check for high AOD outliers.
In order to perform TMS data processing, MAIAC origi-
nally grids all data to 1km resolution. To preserve the spec-
tral content of measurements at equivalent spatial scales, the
current gridding procedure ﬁrst aggregates the higher spa-
tial resolution bands (e.g., 250 and 500m) to 1km, and then
these 1km swath data are gridded uniformly along with the
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Figure11.Insitumeasurementsofdryscatteringcoefﬁcient(a)and
aerosol volume (b) from vertical proﬁle ﬂights from the NASA
P3-B aircraft made over the DRAGON_Edgewood site on 10 July
2011. Two proﬁle ﬂights made before cumulus formation (in red)
and two afterward (blue) are shown. The time series of the AOD and
lidar backscatter for this same site and date are shown in Fig. 9c.
native 1km bands (e.g., 0.412µm). This approach effectively
reduces the resolution in the blue band (0.466µm) which
could be obtained by gridding of the original 500m mea-
surements, and may introduce some cloud fraction contam-
ination in clear grid cells adjacent to clouds. These effects
often increase retrieved AOD on the border of clouds, which
is normally captured by the high AOD outlier ﬁlter. For these
reasons, we turned off the AOD outlier ﬁlter and then out-
put the MAIAC results based on the minimum AOD in each
±3km area, yielding afternoon overpass Aqua data for 5 and
10 July 2011 and 15 July 2013.
Presently, 3-D effects are not considered directly in MA-
IAC retrievals. Indeed, the side-scattering from clouds (usu-
ally in the backscattering direction) creates an additional
source of radiation which is further scattered into the sen-
Figure 12. MODIS sensor images of 5 July 2011, Terra overpass at
15:15UTC (top), Terra overpass at 16:50UTC (middle), and Aqua
overpass at 18:30UTC (bottom). The top-of-atmosphere (TOA)
red–green–blue images (left), cloud masking (middle; red=cloud)
and aerosol optical depth (right) are shown. The color scale is for
the AOD (right side panels).
sor’s ﬁeld of view mostly by Rayleigh scattering. This effect
is noticeable at short wavelengths (e.g., in the blue band) and
can increase retrieved AOD. While MAIAC does not directly
account for these 3-D effects, it still ﬁlters the suspicious
cases. The ﬁlter is based on the Ångström exponent com-
puted from AOD independently retrieved at 0.47 and 0.66µm
overdarksurfaces.The3-Deffectswouldgiveunrealistically
high Ångström exponent values (e.g., above 3.5), which are
ﬁltered.
A different type of 3-D effect is frequently observed
over brighter surfaces in conditions of broken cloudiness.
It is caused by multiple scattering between the surface and
clouds, with photons eventually re-directed into the gap be-
tweentheclouds.Inthesecases,thered-bandenhancementis
signiﬁcantly larger than the blue-band enhancement (in pro-
portion to the surface reﬂectance), and therefore, such cases
produce both enhanced AOD and a very low Ångström ex-
ponent typical of dust. Such cases are challenging and we are
still working to resolve these in MAIAC retrievals.
In all the cases investigated, the MAIAC algorithm
has detected an AOD enhancement that occurred between
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Figure 13. Similar to Fig. 12, but for MODIS sensor images from
10 July 2011, at the Terra overpass time of 15:30UTC (top) and at
Aqua overpass of 18:50UTC (bottom).
MODIS Terra and Aqua overpasses (morning to afternoon).
On 5 July 2011 (Fig. 12) the retrieved Terra overpass
(15:15UTC) AOD of 0.31/0.19 agrees well with AERONET
measured AOD interpolated to 0.466µm (0.35/0.21) at the
Essex/MNKTN site locations, respectively. The standard
3km ×3km average MAIAC afternoon Aqua overpass
(18:30UTC) data are 0.4/0.41 increasing to 0.47/0.435 for
retrievals without application of the standard AOD out-
lier ﬁlter. These data fall within the range of AERONET
measurements for the same time intervals: for instance,
0.38 (17:11UTC)–0.54 (19:45UTC) at Essex, and 0.24
(17:26UTC)–0.51 (19:11UTC) at MNKTN.
On 10 July 2011 (Fig. 13), the MAIAC algorithm re-
trievals showed an AOD increase from 0.25 at 15:30UTC
(Terra) to 0.59 at 18:50UTC (Aqua) at the Edgewood site,
vs. AERONET AOD of 0.265 at 15:26UTC to 0.397 at
18:45UTC and 0.554 at 19:37UTC. Note that this is the
same site and date of the observed AOD enhancement by
MPL lidar and by AERONET measured AOD as shown in
Fig. 9. At the GSFC site the Aqua overpass time AOD re-
trieval from MAIAC was 0.62 at 466nm, relatively close to
the AERONET measured AOD of ∼0.56. This is also an in-
dividual case which we examined in detail in Fig. 8, utilizing
MPLNET lidar data and AERONET AOD spectra.
Finally, on 15 July 2013 (Fig. 14) at the GSFC site,
the MAIAC retrieved Terra AOD is 0.135 (15:30UTC; the
AERONET measured AOD was ∼0.11) while Aqua is 0.6 at
18:50UTC. However, the AERONET measured AOD near-
est in time to the afternoon Aqua overpass time, interpolated
to 466nm was ∼0.23; thus, suggesting that there was sig-
niﬁcant cloud contamination affecting this particular satellite
Figure 14. Similar to Fig. 12, but for MODIS sensor images from
15 July 2013, Terra satellite (top) at 15:30UTC and Aqua satellite
(bottom) at 18:50UTC.
retrieval. In fact the AERONET data exhibit a temporal gap
at Aqua overpass time on this day at the GSFC site even for
Level1datapriortocloudscreening,duetocloudsobscuring
the sun. This example illustrates the difﬁculty in retrieving
AOD from satellite observations when in close proximity to
clouds (in this case with non-precipitating cumulus clouds).
Retrievals of actual elevated AOD that sometimes occur in
close proximity to cumulus cells are also at times mixed with
some high AOD retrievals that are cloud contaminated. Al-
though moderate and high-resolution retrievals of AOD pro-
vide valuable information, much caution is required in order
to interpret passive satellite retrievals of AOD in close prox-
imity to clouds (Zhang et al., 2005; Remer et al., 2013; Mun-
chak et al., 2013).
4 Discussion
The long-term monitoring data set at the GSFC site in sub-
urban Maryland, which was within the 2011 DISCOVER-
AQ regional distribution of sites, provides a climatological
context to the phenomenon of the diurnal aspects of cloud–
aerosol interaction from convective clouds. The GSFC site
is the inter-calibration location for the NASA portion of
the AERONET federated network. As such, the Cimel sun–
sky radiometers that are the designated site instruments for
the database at GSFC are all calibrated at the high altitude
Mauna Loa Observatory (MLO) in Hawaii. The MLO Lan-
gley technique calibrations for these reference instruments
are highly accurate, resulting in AOD uncertainty of ∼0.002
to ∼0.005 (Eck et al., 1999; Shaw et al., 1983), and these
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Figure 15. The GSFC site climatology for July (1997–2011) of the hourly absolute AOD departures from the daily mean values. The pinch
point on the blue bars are the medians, the upper and lower limits of the blue bars represent the 75th and 25th percentiles, and the width of
the bars is proportional to the number of observations in each hour. The red dots are the hourly mean absolute departures and the red line is
the relative AOD departure (right side y axis). The left panel shows the analysis for the ﬁne mode AOD without cloud screening (Level 1.0)
and the right side panel shows the Level 2 Version 2 cloud screened total AOD.
are the master reference Cimels used for inter-calibration of
AERONET ﬁeld instruments. These small uncertainties in
AOD at GSFC result in less uncertainty in AERONET re-
trievals, both from the SDA algorithm (O’Neill et al., 2003)
and the Dubovik algorithm (Dubovik and King, 2000) than
at other AERONET sites. Since we are focusing on cloud–
aerosol interaction in this study, we rely mainly on the SDA
retrievals of ﬁne and coarse mode AOD, since good qual-
ity sky scan retrievals are typically not feasible in scattered
to broken cumulus cloud ﬁelds (as discussed previously in
Sect. 3.2). This is especially true in close proximity to a
cumulus cloud edge, where the maximum enhancements in
AOD occur, as inferred from measurements made by HSRL
airborne lidar (Sect. 3.4), and since AOD enhancements near
Cu cells result in spatially non-homogeneous aerosol distri-
butions which violate an assumption of relative spatial ho-
mogeneity in AOD for the almucantar retrieval.
We focus on the hourly climatological statistics for the
month of July (same as the 2011 DISCOVER-AQ Maryland
experiment) at the GSFC site, utilizing the data from 1997
through 2011 (15 years). In Fig. 15 we compare the hourly
statistics of the Level 1 data of ﬁne mode AOD from SDA,
where no cloud screening is applied but ﬁnal calibration pro-
cessing is applied, to Level 2 AOD data, where the cloud-
screening algorithm of Smirnov et al. (2000) is applied and
data have also been quality assured. The blue bars in the ﬁg-
ure represent the absolute departures of hourly AOD from
the daily mean (left y axis), giving the median value at the
pinch point and the 25th percentile and 75th percentile values
and the top and bottom of the bars. Additionally the widths
of these blue bars are proportional to the number of days of
hourly observations that are included in the hourly statistic.
We have required that there be at least three hourly obser-
vations before solar noon and three after solar noon to com-
pute the daily values in order to analyze days with sufﬁcient
sampling to characterize the diurnal variation. The red dots
in Fig. 15 are the hourly mean absolute departures of AOD
from the daily mean, and the red line is the relative fractional
AOD departures (right y axis) from the daily mean. First, it
is noted that there are more than twice as many days of data
included in the Level 1 analysis (242 days) as for the cloud
screened Level 2 (114 days). The same analysis but with the
criteria of only 1h of data required both before and after so-
lar noon resulted in only ∼20% less days of data for the
Level 2 analysis compared to Level 1, but with nearly iden-
tical looking data as Fig. 15. The widths of the blue bars de-
noting data density show much less variation across the diur-
nal cycle for the Level 1 data than Level 2 due to relatively
muchmorecloudscreeningofdatainLevel2fromnearnoon
through most of the afternoon when cumulus are most likely
to develop. The non-cloud-screened ﬁne mode AOD exhibits
smooth hourly increases in AOD from the morning to the af-
ternoon, as compared to the cloud screened Level 2 AOD that
shows a slight increase followed by a decrease in the mid-
afternoon and sharp increase in late afternoon. We argue that
the diurnal trend in the Level 1 ﬁne mode AOD results from
the cumulus cloud convective cycle and the AOD enhance-
ments associated with these clouds. In contrast, the slight de-
crease and relatively ﬂat AOD in mid-afternoon in the Level
2 AOD results from the cloud screening of the data near to
clouds from larger triplets in this dynamic near-cloud envi-
ronment yet still large Ångström exponents. We show indi-
vidual day and site examples of this in Fig. 16 for two sites in
the DISCOVER-AQ campaign in July 2011. The sparseness
of Level 2 data in the afternoon is contrasted with numerous
Level 1 AOD measurements in the afternoon in both cases.
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Figure 16. Examples of non-cloud-screened (Level 1) vs. Level 2 Version 2 cloud screened AOD time series for the DRAGON_Essex
(a) and (b) and DRAGON_BLDND sites (c) and (d) in Maryland on 5 July 2011.
Similarly, both cases where almucantar retrieval analysis was
presented in Sect. 3.2 also show larger triplet AOD obser-
vations in mid-afternoon that exceed the Version 2 cloud-
screening thresholds for AOD variability in a one minute
interval. This tendency of eliminating the AOD associated
with convective clouds during some afternoon time intervals
likely results in the Level 2 data set being weighted more
towards lower AOD days when cumulus clouds do not de-
velop. In support of this hypothesis we present a simpler
analysis of diurnal hourly ﬁne mode AOD in Fig. 17, where
AOD averages are computed for each hour and Level 1 and
Level 2 ﬁne mode AOD compared. This analysis uses data
from the three-month summer season (June through August)
at GSFC for the same 15-year interval as shown in Fig. 15.
The differences in the Level 1 vs. Level 2 ﬁne mode AOD
are only ∼0.01 in the early morning; however, the differ-
ences start increasing at one hour before solar noon and reach
the maximum differences of ∼0.07 to ∼0.08 at one to three
hours after solar noon. Again these much higher Level 1 ﬁne
AOD in the afternoon coincide with the timing of the diur-
nal convective cloud cycle associated with fair weather (non-
precipitating) cumulus clouds, and the elimination of higher
AOD near cumulus cells in the Level 2 data, largely due to
larger high frequency AOD variation (larger AOD triplets). It
is noted that there is no signiﬁcant diurnal trend in Ångström
exponent (440–870nm) from hours 9 through 16 local hours
(range of only ∼0.02) for both the Level 1 or Level 2 data,
thus strongly suggesting that these diurnal patterns are not
signiﬁcantly affected by cloud contamination. These analy-
ses therefore suggest that the diurnal cycle AOD investiga-
tions based on Level 2 AERONET data in both Smirnov et
al. (2002) and Zhang et al. (2012) have not taken into ac-
count the effects of cumulus cloud inﬂuences on AOD in this
region in summer, and therefore missed a part of the true
diurnal cycle of AOD. We note that the future AERONET
Version 3 cloud-screening algorithm will allow more AOD
observations in the near-cumulus cloud environment, primar-
ily since only the AOD at longer wavelengths (675, 870 and
1020nm) will be checked for triplet variability and in these
ﬁne mode dominated cases both the AOD and its variation
is signiﬁcantly smaller for these wavelengths than the short
wavelength visible and the ultraviolet (340 and 380nm).
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Figure 17. Hourly mean ﬁne mode AOD for the GSFC site clima-
tology (1997–2011) for the summer months (June through August).
The red line shows data with no cloud screening (Level 1) com-
pared to the blue line with cloud screened data (Level 2 Version 2).
A total of 745 days were analyzed, with the values above the x axis
showing the number of days for each hour, with the upper numbers
for the Level 1 data and the lower for the Level 2 data.
5 Conclusions
1. Direct sun measurements of AOD at several AERONET
sites during the DISCOVER-AQ ﬁeld campaign in
Maryland during July 2011 have shown large enhance-
ments in ﬁne mode AOD associated with the timing
of the diurnal convective cycle of fair weather cumu-
lus clouds. The large increases in AOD (doubling at
times) in proximity to larger cumulus cells can some-
times be very rapid, within minutes of cumulus devel-
opment. These relatively high AOD close to cumulus
cloud edges typically exhibit high frequency variability
possibly resulting from the turbulent environment in the
immediate vicinity of convective cells.
2. Both AERONET almucantar size distribution retrievals
and time series of Ångström exponents from before,
during and after cumulus cloud development suggest in
some cases a slight increase in ﬁne mode particle ra-
dius, and in others no signiﬁcant change in ﬁne mode
particle size. This implies possible new particle forma-
tion and/or humidiﬁcation of sub-visible-sized (Aitken)
particles into the accumulation mode size range (opti-
cally effective) in addition to existing particle growth by
humidiﬁcation and/or cloud processing. Several in situ
measurement and modeling studies in the recent litera-
ture have found signiﬁcant new particle formation from
aqueous-phasechemistrywithincumuluscloudsinclud-
ing sulfates, nitrates and secondary organic aerosols.
3. In situ measurements made from aircraft in a verti-
cal spiral proﬁle over an AERONET ground site on
one day during DISCOVER-AQ showed very large in-
creasesaloftinaerosolscatteringcoefﬁcientandaerosol
volume after cumulus cloud development as compared
to before cloud formation. This was consistent with
ground-based AOD measurements that showed very
large increases (a factor of 2 to 3) after cumulus devel-
opment, at this same site and date.
4. During the DISCOVER-AQ campaign, both MPL and
HSRL lidar measured signiﬁcant increases in attenu-
ated backscatter and backscatter coefﬁcients coincident
with cumulus development times, and at altitudes corre-
sponding to cumulus cloud height and somewhat below
the cloud base. These data suggest that cumulus clouds
in summer may at times result in signiﬁcant modiﬁca-
tion of the aerosol vertical proﬁle, at least temporarily
creating an enhanced aerosol layer in the upper half of
the mixed layer.
5. Airborne HSRL downward viewing lidar enabled the
quantiﬁcation of the spatial extent of aerosol enhance-
ments in the immediate vicinity of cumulus clouds on
one day during the DISCOVER-AQ experiment. En-
hancements in AOD in the immediate vicinity of cumu-
lus clouds averaged 25% when comparing data close
to cloud edge vs. measurements taken 2.5km from the
clouds. Additionally, average backscatter and extinction
at cumulus altitudes (∼2 to 2.5km) increased by ∼50–
60% near to cloud vs. ∼2.5km distant from the cloud
edge.
6. Fifteen years of monitoring by sun–sky radiometers at
the AERONET site at GSFC enabled a climatological
perspective of the diurnal variation of AOD in sum-
mer. Analysis of the ﬁne mode AOD component from
the SDA algorithm suggests signiﬁcant enhancements
in AOD from the late morning to late afternoon, cor-
responding to the timing of the convective cycle that
results in formation of fair weather cumulus clouds.
The three-month June through August seasonal aver-
age AOD (computed from daily means) at GSFC is
∼10% higher when allowing these high temporal vari-
ance AOD observations (mainly associated with cumu-
lus clouds) as opposed to the cloud screened (Level 2)
Version 2 AOD. Due to the difﬁculty in passive satellite
remote sensing of aerosols in close proximity to clouds,
it is likely that satellite estimates of AOD may also be
underestimated in cumulus cloud regimes.
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The remote-sensing and in situ data sets acquired during
the DISCOVER-AQ campaign in Maryland in July 2011,
and analyzed in the paper, may potentially provide valuable
case studies of observations for comparison to modeling of
cumulus–aerosol interactions.
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